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messages defendant sent to witness; whether trial court properly determined that
probative value of text messages outweighed prejudicial effect of defendant’s crude
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regulation (§ 5.2.H.5) was impermissibly vague; whether § 5.2.H.5 provided ade-
quate notice to defendant of standards utilized to evaluate special permit request
for parking and storage of commercial vehicles; claim that trial court improperly
interpreted term trucking operations in zoning regulations; claim that trial court
substituted its interpretation of term trucking operations in zoning regulations
for that of commission; whether trial court improperly exercised discretion in
fashioning permanent injunctive relief in favor of plaintiffs; claim that trial
court’s injunction lacked sufficient clarity and definiteness; claim that trial court
abused its discretion by imposing daily fine against defendant pursuant to statute
(§ 8-12); claim that plaintiffs failed to prove that storage of commercial vehicles
on defendant’s property was public nuisance; claim that trial court abused its
discretion in awarding costs and attorney’s fees to plaintiffs pursuant to § 8-12;
claim that trial court lacked subject matter jurisdiction over plaintiffs’ postjudg-
ment motion for contempt; claim that postjudgment motion for contempt was filed
prematurely; claim that trial court improperly granted postjudgment motion for
contempt; whether defendant waived objection to allegedly improper service of
process of contempt motion by submitting to jurisdiction of court; whether defen-
dant’s noncompliance with trial court’s order was wilful.
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